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Abstract

In this paper, we study the existence of non-negative non-trivial solutions for a class of double-phase

problems where the source term is a Caratheodory function that satisfies the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type

condition in the framework of Sobolev-Orlicz spaces with variable exponents in complete compact Rie-

mannian n-manifolds. Our approach is based on the Nehari manifold and some variational techniques.

Further-more, the Hölder inequality, continuous and compact embedding results are proved.
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1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be a smooth, complete compact Riemannian n-manifold. In this paper, we focused on the existence
of non-trivial solutions of the following double phase problem

(P)















−div( | ∇u(x) |p(x)−2∇u+ µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x)−2 ∇u)

= λ|u(x) |q(x)−2 u(x)− |u(x) |p(x)−2 u(x) + f(x, u(x)) in M ,

u = 0 on ∂M ,

where −∆p(x)u(x) = − div ( | ∇u(x) |p(x)−2 .∇u(x)), −∆q(x)u(x) =

− div ( | ∇u(x) |q(x)−2 .∇u(x)) are the p(x)-laplacian and q(x)-laplacian in (M, g) respectively, λ > 0 is a pa-
rameter specified later, the function µ : M → R

+
∗ is supposed to be Lipschitz continuous, and the variables

exponents p, q ∈ C(M) satisfy the assumption (3.1) in section 3.
The perturbation f(x, u) is a Caratheodory function which satisfies the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition:
(f1) : There exists β > p+ and some A > 0 such as for each |α | > A we have

0 <

∫

M

F (x, α) dvg(x) ≤

∫

M

f(x, α) .
α

β
dvg(x) a.e x ∈M,

where F (x, α) =

∫ α

0

f(x, t) dt being the primitive of f(x, α) and dvg =
√

det(gij) dx is the Riemannian volume

element on (M, g), where the gij are the components of the Riemannian metric g in the chart and dx is the
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Lebesgue volume element of RN .
(f2) : f(x, 0) = 0.
And

(f3) : lim
|α |→0

f(x, α)

|α |q(x)−1
= 0 uniformly a.e x ∈M .

Up to this day, several contributions have been devoted to study double phase problems. This kind of
operator was introduced, first, by Zhikov in his relevant paper [25] in order to describe models with strongly
anisotropic materials by studying the functional

u 7−→

∫

Ω

(| ∇u |p + µ(x) | ∇u |q) dx,

where 1 < p < q < N and with a nonnegative weight function µ ∈ L∞(Ω), see also the works of Zhikov [26, 27]
and the monograph of Zhikov-Kozlov-Oleinik [28]. Indeed, we can easily see that the previous function reduces
to p-laplacian if µ(x) = 0 or to the weighted laplacian (p(x), q(x)) if inf

x∈M

µ(x) > 0, respectively.

In the case of single valued equations, Liu-Dai in [17] discussed double phase problems and proved the existence
and the multiplicity of the results, with the sign-changing solutions by variational method. A similar treatment
has been recently done by Gasiński and Papageorgiou in [14] via the Nehari manifold method. Following
this direction, Papageorgiou, N. S. and Repovš, D. D. and Vetro, C. in [19] studied the existence of positive
solutions for a class of double phase Dirichlet equations which has the combined effects of a singular term and
of a parametric super-linear term. In particular, in [24] the author provides the Hölder continuity up to the
boundary of minimizers of so-called double phase functional with variable exponents, under suitable Dirichlet
boundary conditions. For more details, we refer the reader to [3, 10, 13, 16, 15, 21, 18, 23] and the references
therein.

Also, there are many articles on nonstandard growth problems, especially on p(x)-growth and double phase
problems. About p(x)-growth problems, see [1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 22] and the references given there.

Studying this type of problems is both significant and relevant. In the one hand, we have the physical
motivation; since the double phase operator has been used to model the steady-state solutions of reaction-
diffusion problems, that arise in biophysic, plasma-physic and in the study of chemical reactions. In the other
hand, these operators provide a useful paradigm for describing the behaviour of strongly anisotropic materials,
whose hardening properties are linked to the exponent governing the growth of the gradient change radically
with the point, where the coefficient µ(.) determines the geometry of a composite made of two different materials.

Motivated by the aforementioned works, the aim of this paper, is to prove the existence of non-negative non-
trivial solutions of the problem (P) where the perturbation f(x, u) is a Caratheodory function, that satisfies
the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition. To the best of our knowledge, the existence result for double-phase
problems (P) in the framework of Sobolev-Orlicz spaces with variable exponents in complete manifold has not
been considered in the literature. The present paper is the first study devoted to this type of problem in the
setting of Sobolev-Orlicz spaces with variable exponents in a complete manifold.

We would like to draw attention to the fact that the p(x)−laplacian operator has more complicated non-
linearity than the p-laplacian operator. For example, they are non-homogeneous. Thus, we cannot use the
Lagrange Multiplier Theorem in many problems involving this operators, which prove that our problem is more
difficult than the operators p-Laplacian type.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the most important and relevant properties and
notations of Lebesgue spaces with variable exponents and Sobolev-Orlicz spaces with variable exponents in
complete manifold. Moreover, we show two new results: the first one, the Hölder inequality and the second one,
the embedding result of these spaces into Lebesgue space with variable exponent. In section 3, we introduce the
Nehari manifold associated with (P) and we study three parts, corresponding to local minima, local maxima
and the points of inflection. Finally, in section 4, we demonstrate the existence of two non-negative non-trivial
solutions of the problem (P).
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2 Mathematical background and auxiliary results

In this section, we recall the most important and relevant properties and notations about Sobolev spaces with
variable exponents and Sobolev spaces with variable exponents on manifolds, and we prove some properties,
that we will need in our analysis of the problem (P), by that, referring to [3, 16, 12, 20, 7, 13] for more details.

2.1 Sobolev spaces with variable exponents

Let Ω be a bounded open subset of RN (N ≥ 2), we define the Lebesgue space with variable exponent Lq(·)(Ω)
as the set of all measurable function u : Ω 7−→ R for which the convex modular

ρq(·)(u) =

∫

Ω

|u(x) |q(x) dx,

is finite. If the exponent is bounded, i.e if q+ = ess sup{ q(x)/x ∈ Ω } < +∞, then the expression

||u ||q(·) = inf{λ > 0 : ρq(·)

(

u

λ

)

≤ 1 },

defines a norm in Lq(·)(Ω), called the Luxemburg norm. The space (Lq(·)(Ω), || . ||q(·)) is a separable Banach

space. Moreover, if 1 < q− ≤ q+ < +∞, then Lq(·)(Ω) is uniformly convex, where q− = ess inf{ q(x)/x ∈ Ω },

hence reflexive, and its dual space is isomorphic to Lq
′

(·)(Ω) where 1
q(x) +

1
q
′ (x)

= 1.

Finally, we have the Hölder type inequality:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

u v dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

(

1

q−
+

1

(q′)−

)

||u ||q(·)|| v ||q′ (·),

for all u ∈ Lq(·)(Ω) and v ∈ Lq
′

(·)(Ω).
Now, we define the variable exponent Sobolev space by

W 1,q(·)(Ω) = {u ∈ Lq(·)(Ω) and |∇u| ∈ Lq(·)(Ω)}.

which is a Banach space equipped with the following norm

||u||1,q(·) = ||u||q(·) + ||∇u||q(·) ∀u ∈ W 1,q(·)(Ω).

The space (W 1,q(·)(Ω), || · ||1,q(·)) is separable and reflexive Banach space.

We denote by W
1,q(·)
0 (Ω) the closure C∞

0 (Ω) in W 1,q(·)(Ω).

Proposition 2.1. [11] ( Poincaré inequality ) If q ∈ C+(Ω), then there is a constant c > 0 such that

||u ||q(x) ≤ c || | ∇u | ||q(x), ∀u ∈W
1, q(x)
0 (Ω).

Where, C+(Ω) = {q/q ∈ C(Ω), q(x) > 1 for x ∈ Ω}.

Consequently, ||u || = || | ∇u | ||q(x) and ||u ||1, q(x) are equivalent norms on W
1,q(x)
0 (Ω).

2.2 Sobolev spaces with variable exponents on manifolds

In the following, all the manifolds we consider are smooth, and we will use the following conditions on (M, g),
depending on the context:

Definition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannain n-manifolds and let ∇ be the Levi-Civita connection. If u
is a smooth function on M , then ∇ku denotes the k−th covariant derivative of u, and | ∇ku | the norm of ∇ku
defined in local coordinates by

| ∇ku |2 = gi1j1 · · · gikjk (∇ku)i1···ik (∇
ku)j1···jk

where Einstein’s convention is used.
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Remark 2.1. A smooth manifold M of dimension n is a connected topological manifold M of dimension n
together with a C∞−complete atlas.

Example 2.2. The following examples are classical examples of smooth manifolds: • The Euclidean space
R

n itself.
• The torus T n.
• The unit sphere Sn of Rn+1.
• The real projective space P

n(R).

Definition 2.2. To define variable Sobolev spaces, given a variable exponent q in P(M) ( the set of all mea-
surable functions p(·) :M → (1,∞) ) and a natural number k, introduce

C
q(·)
k (M) = { u ∈ C∞(M) such that ∀j 0 ≤ j ≤ k | ∇ju | ∈ Lq(·)(M) }.

On C
q(·)
k (M) define the norm

||u ||
L

q(·)
k

(M)
=

k
∑

j=0

|| ∇ju ||Lq(·)(M).

Definition 2.3. The Sobolev spaces L
q(·)
k (M) is the completion of C

q(·)
k (M) with respect to the norm ||u ||

L
q(·)
k

.

If Ω is a subset of M, then L
q(·)
k,0 (Ω) is the completion of C

q(·)
k (M)∩C0(Ω) with respect to ||.||

L
q(·)
k

, where C0(Ω)

denotes the vector space of continuous functions whose support is a compact subset of Ω.

Definition 2.4. Given (M, g) a smooth Riemannian manifold, and γ : [ a, b ] −→ M is a curve of class C1.
The length of γ is

l(γ) =

∫ b

a

√

g (
dγ

dt
,
dγ

dt
) dt,

and for a pair of points x, y ∈M , we define the distance dg(x, y) between x and y by

dg(x, y) = inf { l(γ) : γ : [ a, b ] →M such that γ(a) = x and γ(b) = y }.

Definition 2.5. A function s : M −→ R is log-Hölder continuous if there exists a constant c such that for
every pair of points {x, y} in M we have

| s(x) − s(y) | ≤
c

log(e+ 1
dg(x,y)

)
.

We note by P log(M) the set of log-Hölder continuous variable exponents. The relation between P log(M) and
P log(RN ) is the following:

Proposition 2.2. [3, 13] Let q ∈ P log(M), and let (Ω, φ) be a chart such that

1

2
δij ≤ gij ≤ 2 δij

as bilinear forms, where δij is the delta Kronecker symbol. Then qoφ−1 ∈ P log(φ(Ω)).

Proposition 2.3. ( Hölder’s inequality ) For all u ∈ Lq(·)(M) and v ∈ Lq′(·)(M) we have

∫

M

|u(x) v(x) | dvg(x) ≤ rq ||u ||Lq(·)(M) . || v ||Lq′(·)(M).

Where rq be a positive constant depend to q− and q+.

Proof. Obviously, we can suppose that ||u||Lq(x)(M) 6= 0 and ||v||Lq′(x)(M) 6= 0, we have

1 < q(x) <∞, |u(x)| <∞, |v(x)| <∞ a.e x ∈M.
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By young inequality, we have

u(x) . v(x)

||u(x)||Lq(x)(M) . ||v(x)||Lq′(x)(M)

≤
1

q(x)

(

|u(x)|

||u(x)||Lq(x)(M)

)q(x)

+
1

q′(x)

(

|v(x)|

||v(x)||Lq′(x)(M)

)q′(x)

Integrating over M , we obtain

∫

M

|u(x) . v(x) |

||u(x)||Lq(x)(M) . ||v(x)||Lq′(x)(M)

dvg(x)

≤
1

q−

∫

M

(

|u(x)|

||u(x)||Lq(x)(M)

)q(x)

dvg(x)

+
(

1−
1

q+
)

∫

M

(

|v(x)|

||v(x)||Lq′(x)(M)

)q′(x)

dvg(x)

≤ 1 +
1

q−
−

1

q+
,

then, using the same technique as in the proof of Theorem 1.15 in [12], we get that

∫

M

|u(x) . v(x) | dvg(x) ≤
(

1 +
1

q−
+

1

q+
)

||u(x)||Lq(x)(M) . ||v(x)||Lq′(x)(M)

≤ rq||u(x)||Lq(x)(M) . ||v(x)||Lq′(x)(M),

Which complete the proof.

Remark 2.3. If a and b are two positive functions on M , then by Hölder’s inequality and [11, 13] we have

∫

q−<2

a
q−

2 b
2q−−q−

2

2 ≤ 2 ||1q−<2 a
q−

2 ||
L

2
q−

. ||1q−<2 b
2q−−q−

2

2 ||
L

2
2−q−

. (2.1)

where 1 is the indicator function of M , moreover, since

||1q−<2 a
2

q− ||
L

2
q−

≤ max{ ρ1(a), ρ1(a)
q−

2 }

and

||1q−<2 b
2q−−q−

2

2 ||
L

2
2−q−

≤ max{ ρq(·)(b)
2−q−

2 , 1 },

we get,
∫

q−<2

a
q−

2 . b
2q−−q−

2

2 ≤ 2 max { ρ1(a), ρ1(a)
q−

2 } max { ρq(·)(b)
2−q−

2 , 1 }. (2.2)

Definition 2.6. We say that the Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) has property Bvol(λ, v) where λ is a constant,
if its geometry is bounded in the following sense:

• The Ricci tensor of g noted by Rc ( g ) verifies, Rc(g) ≥ λ(n − 1) g for some λ, where n is the dimen-
sion of M.

• There exists some v > 0 such that |B1(x) |g ≥ v ∀x ∈M, where B1(x) are the balls of radius 1 centered
at some point x in terms of the volume of smaller concentric balls.

Remark 2.4. IfM = Ω ⊆ R
N is a bounded open set, then the following inequality is related to the two exponents

p, q ( isotropic case )
q

p
< 1 +

1

N
.

This condition is essential, among others, for the embeddings of spaces to be satisfied.
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Proposition 2.4. [3, 16] Let (M, g) be a complete compact Riemannian n-manifold. Then, if the embedding
L1
1(M) →֒ L

n
n−1 (M) holds, then whenever the real numbers q and p satisfy

1 ≤ q < n,

and
q ≤ p ≤ q∗ =

nq

n− q
,

the embedding Lq
1(M) →֒ Lp(M) also holds.

Proposition 2.5. [3, 16] Assume that the complete compact Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) has property
Bvol(λ, v) for some (λ, v). Then there exist positive constants δ0 = δ0(n, λ, v) and A = A(n, λ, v), we have, if
R ≤ δ0, if x ∈M if 1 ≤ q ≤ n, and if u ∈ Lq

1,0(BR(x) ) the estimate

||u ||Lp ≤ Ap || ∇u ||Lq ,

where 1
p
= 1

q
− 1

n
.

We can extend the above proposition from the case when exponents p and q are constant, when p(·) and q(·)
are functions.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that for some (λ, v) the complete compact Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) has prop-
erty Bvol(λ, v). Then there exist positive constants δ0 = δ0(n, λ, v) and A = A(n, λ, v), we have, if R ≤ δ0, if

x ∈M if 1 ≤ q(·) ≤ n, and if u ∈ L
q(·)
1,0 (BR(x) ) the estimate

||u ||Lp(·) ≤ Ap− || ∇u ||Lq(·) ,

where p(·)
q(·) < 1 + 1

n
.

Proof. To demonstrate this Proposition, we use the same technique as proposition 2.5, for more detail see
[3, 16].

In the following, we denote for all u ∈W
1,q(x)
0 (M) that

ρp(·)(u) =

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) and ρq(·)(u) =

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x).

Proposition 2.7. [3, 16, 13] Assume that for some (λ, v) the complete compact Riemannian n-manifold (M, g)

has property Bvol(λ, v). Let p ∈ P(M) be uniformly continuous with q+ < n. Then L
q(·)
1 (M) →֒ Lp(·)(M), ∀q ∈

P(M) such that q ≪ p≪ q∗ = nq
n−q

. In fact, for ||u ||
L

q(·)
1

sufficiently small we have the estimate

ρp(·)(u) ≤ G ( ρq(·)(u) + ρq(·)(| ∇u |) ),

where the positive constant G depend on n, λ, v, q and p.

Proposition 2.8. [15] Let u ∈ Lq(x)(M), { uk } ⊂ Lq(x)(M), k ∈ N, then we have

(i) ||u||q(x) < 1 ( resp. = 1, > 1 ) ⇐⇒ ρq(x)(u) < 1 ( resp. = 1, > 1 ),

(ii) ||u||q(x) < 1 ⇒ ||u||q
+

q(x) ≤ ρq(x)(u) ≤ ||u||q
−

q(x),

(iii) ||u||q(x) > 1 ⇒ ||u||q
−

q(x) ≤ ρq(x)(u) ≤ ||u||q
+

q(x),

(iv) limk→+∞ ||uk − u||q(x) = 0 ⇐⇒ limk→+∞ ρq(x)(uk − u) = 0.

To compare the functionals || ||q(·) and ρq(·)( ), one has the relation

min{ρq(·)(u)
1

q− , ρq(·)(u)
1

q+ } ≤ ||u||Lq(·) ≤ max{ρq(·)(u)
1

q− , ρq(·)(u)
1

q+ }.
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So, if q+ < n, we have the embedding

L
q(·)
1,0 (BR(x)) →֒ Lp(·)(M),

where, p(x) = nq(x)
n−q(x) . In fact, there exists a positive constant D = D(n, λ, v, q+, q−) such as for every u in

L
q(·)
1,0 (BR(x)), we have by Poincaré inequality and Proposition 2.8 that

||u||Lp(·)(M) ≤ D ||u||
L

q(·)
1 (M)

= D(||u||Lq(·)(M) + ||∇u||Lq(·)(M))

≤ D(c+ 1) ||∇u||Lq(·)(M),

where c is the Poincaré constant. Hence,

ρp(·)(u) ≤ ||u||p
+

Lp(·)(M)
≤ Dp+

(c+ 1)p
+

||∇u||p
+

Lq(·)(M)

≤ Dp+

(c+ 1)p
+

max{ρq(·)(|∇u|)
p+

q− , ρq(·)(|∇u|)
p+

q+ }

≤ Dp+

(c+ 1)p
+

ρq(·)(|∇u|)
p+

q− . (2.3)

Definition 2.7. The Sobolev space W 1,q(x)(M) consists of such functions u ∈ Lq(x)(M) for which ∇ku ∈
Lq(x)(M) k = 1, 2, · · · , n. The norm is defined by

||u ||W 1,q(x)(M) = ||u ||Lq(x)(M) +
n
∑

k=1

|| ∇ku ||Lq(x)(M).

The space W
1,q(x)
0 (M) is defined as the closure of C∞

c (M) in W 1,q(x)(M), with C∞
c (M) be the vector space of

smooth functions with compact support on M.

Theorem 2.5. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with a smooth boundary or without boundary and
q(x), p(x) ∈ C(M) ∩ L∞(M). Assume that

q(x) < N, p(x) <
N q(x)

N − q(x)
for x ∈M.

Then,
W 1,q(x)(M) →֒ Lp(x)(M)

is a continuous and compact embedding.

Proof. This proof is based to an idea introduced in [12, 15]. Let f : U(⊂ M) −→ R
N be an arbitrary local

chart on M , and V be any open set in M , whose closure is compact and is contained in U . Choosing a finite
subcovering {Vα }α=1,··· ,k of M such that Vα is homeomorphic to the open unit ball B0(1) of R

N and for any
α the components gαij of g in (Vα, fα) satisfy

1

ǫ δij
≤ gαij < ǫ δij

as bilinear forms, where the constant ǫ > 1 is given. Let { πα}α=1,··· ,k be a smooth partition of unity sub-
ordinate to the finite covering {Vα }α=1,··· ,k. It is obvious that if u ∈ W 1,q(x)(M), then πα u ∈ W 1,q(x)(Vα)

and (f−1
α )∗(παu) ∈ W 1,q(f−1

α (x))(B0(1)). According to propsition 2.4 and the Sobolev embeddings Theorem in
[12, 13], we obtain the continuous and compact embedding

W 1,q(x)(Vα) →֒ Lp(x)(Vα) for each α = 1, · · · , k.

Since u =

k
∑

α=1

παu, we can conclude that

W 1,q(x)(M) ⊂ Lp(x)(M),

and the embedding is continuous and compact.
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Proposition 2.9. [3] If (M, g) is complete, then W 1,q(x)(M) =W
1,q(x)
0 (M).

The weighted variable exponent Lebesgue space L
q(x)
µ(x)(M) is defined as follows:

L
q(x)
µ(x)(M) = {u : M → R is measurable such that,

∫

M

µ(x)|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) < +∞},

with the norm

||u||q(x),µ(x) = inf{γ > 0 :

∫

M

µ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x)

γ

∣

∣

∣

∣

q(x)

dvg(x) ≤ 1 }.

Moreover, the weighted modular on L
q(x)
µ(x)(M) is the mapping ρq(·),µ(·) : L

q(x)
µ(x)(M) → R defined like

ρq(·),µ(·)(u) =

∫

M

µ(x)|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x).

Example 2.6. As a simple example of µ(x), we can take µ(x) = (1 + |x|)ε(x) with ε(·) ∈ C+(M).

Proposition 2.10. Let u and {un} ⊂ L
q(x)
µ(x)(M), then we have the following results:

(1) ||u||q(·),µ(·) < 1 (resp. = 1, > 1) ⇐⇒ ρq(·),µ(·)(u) < 1 (resp. = 1, > 1).

(2) ||u||q(·),µ(·) < 1 ⇒ ||u||q
+

q(·),µ(·) ≤ ρq(·),µ(·)(u) ≤ ||u||q
−

q(·),µ(·).

(3) ||u||q(·),µ(·) > 1 ⇒ ||u||q
−

q(·),µ(·) ≤ ρq(·),µ(·)(u) ≤ ||u||q
+

q(·),µ(·).

(4) limn→+∞ ||un||q(·),µ(x) = 0 ⇐⇒ limn→+∞ ρq(·),µ(·)(un) = 0.

(5) limn→+∞ ||un||q(·),µ(x) = ∞ ⇐⇒ limn→+∞ ρq(·),µ(·)(un) = ∞.

Note that, the non-negative weighted function µ ∈ C(M) satisfy the following hypothesis:
µ(·) :M −→ R

+
∗ such that µ(·) ∈ Lε(x)(M) with

Np(x)

Np(x)− q(x)(N − p(x))
< ε(x) <

p(x)

p(x)− q(x)
for all x ∈M. (2.4)

Indeed, since µ(·) :M −→ R
+
∗ , then, there exists µ0 > 0, and for all x ∈M, we have that µ(x) > µ0.

Theorem 2.7. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with a smooth boundary or without boundary and
p(x), q(x) ∈ C(M) ∩ L∞(M). Assume that the assumption (2.4) is true. Then, the embedding

W 1,q(x)(M) →֒ L
q(x)
µ(x)(M),

is compact

Proof. Let θ(x) = ε(x)
ε(x)−1q(x) = ε̂(x)q(x), where 1

ε(x) +
1

ε̂(x) = 1. From, (2.4), we deduce that θ(x) < p∗(x) for all

x ∈ M, which implies by Theorem 2.5, that W 1,q(x)(M) →֒ Lθ(x)(M). Hence, we have that |u|q(x) ∈ Lθ(x)(M)
for any u ∈ W 1,q(x)(M). Now, using the Hölder inequality, we get

ρq(·),µ(·)(u) ≤ rq . ||µ(x)||ε(x)|| |u|
q(x) ||ε̂(x) < +∞. (2.5)

It follows that u ∈ L
q(x)
µ(x)(M), that is

W 1,q(x)(M) →֒ L
q(x)
µ(x)(M).

Next, we prove that this embedding is compact. For that, we consider {un} ⊂ W 1,q(x)(M) such that un ⇀ 0
weakly in W 1,q(x)(M) and since W 1,q(x)(M) →֒→֒ Lθ(x)(M), we obtain that

un −→ 0 in Lθ(x)(M).

Then, it follows that || |u|q(x) ||ε̂(x) → 0 as n→ +∞. By Hölder inequality and (2.5), we have

ρq(·),µ(·)(un) −→ 0.

From proposition 2.10, result ( 4 ), we deduce that

||un||q(·),µ(·) −→ 0 as n→ +∞. (2.6)

Hence, the embedding W 1,q(x)(M) →֒ L
q(x)
µ(x)(M) is compact.
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3 Nehari Manifold Analysis for (P)

In this section, we note by D(M) the space of C∞
c functions with compact support in M .

Definition 3.1. u ∈ W
1,q(x)
0 (M) is said to be a weak solution of the problem (P) if for every φ ∈ D(M) we

have
∫

M

(

| ∇u(x) |p(x)−2 + µ(x)| ∇u(x) |q(x)−2
)

. g(∇u(x), ∇φ(x)) dvg(x)

= λ

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x)−2 . u(x)φ(x) dvg(x)−

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x)−2 . u(x) . φ(x) dvg(x)

+

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . φ(x) dvg(x).

The variable exponents p, q ∈ C(M), are assumed to satisfy the following assumption:

1 < q− ≤ q+ < p− ≤ p+ < N. (3.1)

Then, we have
p+

q+ − q−
<
p+ − q+

p+ − q−
−

(q+ − q−) . (p+ − q+)

(p+ − q−) . (p− − q−)
. (3.2)

We suppose p−

q+
≤ 1 + 1

N
, and the function µ :M → R

+
∗ is Lipschitz continuous.

Let us consider the energy functional Jλ :W
1,q(x)
0 (M) −→ R associated to problem (P) which is defined by

Jλ(u) =

∫

M

1

p(x)
| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

µ(x)

q(x)
| ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

λ

q(x)
|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

1

p(x)
|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x).

And, for any u ∈ W
1,q(x)
0 (M) with ||u ||

W
1,q(x)
0 (M)

> 1, we have by (f1), (f2), (2.3), Proposition 2.6 and Poincaré

inequality that

Jλ(u) =

∫

M

1

p(x)
| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

µ(x)

q(x)
| ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

λ

q(x)
|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

1

p(x)
|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≥
1

p+

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +
µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+q+

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−
λ

q−

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) +
1

p+

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−
1

β

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

≥
1

cp+
ρp(·)(u) +

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+q+
ρp(·)(u)−

λ

q−
ρq(·)(u) +

1

p+
ρp(·)(u)−

1

p+
ρq(·)(u)

(since β > p+ from (f1), and c is the Poincaré constant).

According to the proposition 2.8, we have that

Jλ(u) ≥

(

1

cp+
+

1

p+
+

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+q+

)

ρp(·)(u)−
λ

q−
ρq(·)(u)−

1

p+
ρq(·)(u)

≥

(

1

cp+
+

1

p+
+

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+q+

)

||u||p
−

W
1,q(x)
0 (M)

−

(

λ

q−
+

1

p+

)

||u||q
+

W
1,q(x)
0 (M)

.
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From (3.1), we have that Jλ is not bounded below on the whole space W
1,q(x)
0 (M), but it is bounded above on

an appropriate subset of W
1,q(x)
0 (M) which is the Nehari manifold associated to Jλ defined by

Nλ = { u ∈ W
1,q(x)
0 (M)\{0} : 〈J

′

λ(u), u 〉 = 0 }.

Indeed, if we take for example X a Banach space, and J the Euler (energy) functional associated with a
variational problem on X. If J is bounded above and has a minimizer, then, this minimizer is a critical point
of J. Therefore, it is a weak solution of the variational problem. However, in many problems, J is not bounded
on the whole space X, but is bounded on an appropriate subset of X, which is the case of our problem.
So, it is clear that the critical points of the functional Jλ must lie on Nλ and local minimizers on Nλ are usually
critical points of Jλ. Thus, u ∈ Nλ if and only if

〈J
′

λ(u), u〉 =

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

− λ

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x) = 0. (3.3)

Hence, Nλ contains every nontrivial weak solution of problem (P) (see definition 3.1). Moreover, we have the
following result

Lemma 3.1. Under assumptions (f1) − (f3). The energy functional Jλ is coercive and bounded below on

W
1,q(x)
0 (M).

Proof. Let u ∈ Nλ and ||u || > 1, where || . || is the induced norm ofW
1,q(x)
0 (Ω)\{0}. Then, by (3.3), (3.1), (2.3),

(f1), (f3), propositions 2.6 and 2.8, we have

Jλ(u) ≥
1

p+

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +
1

q+

∫

M

µ(x)| ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

−
λ

q−

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +
1

p+

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

=
1

p+

∫

M

∇u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) +
1

q+

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

−
λ

q−

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) +
1

p+

[

−

∫

M

|∇u(x)|p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) + λ

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

+

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

]

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≥ µ0

(

1

q+
−

1

p+

)
∫

M

|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) + λ

(

1

p+
−

1

q−

)
∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

+
1

β

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

(since β > p+, then 1
p+ > 1

β
and by (f1) we get the following inequality)

≥
µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

(

p+ − q+

p+q+

)

ρp(·)(u) + λ

(

q− − p+

p+q−

)

ρq(·)(u) ( from Proposition 2.6 )

≥
µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

(

p+ − q+

p+q+

)

||u||p
−

+ λ

(

q− − p+

p+q−

)

||u||q
+

( from Proposition 2.8 )

As p− > q+, then Jλ(u) −→ +∞ as ||u || → ∞. It follows that Jλ is coercive and bounded below on Nλ.
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Next, we consider the functional ψ : Nλ −→ R defined by

ψλ(u) = 〈J
′

λ(u), u〉 for all u ∈ Nλ.

Hence, it is natural to split Nλ into three part: the first set corresponding to local minima, the second set
corresponding to local maxima, and the third one corresponding to points of inflection which defined respectively
as follows

N+
λ = { u ∈ Nλ : 〈ψ

′

λ(u), u〉 > 0 },

N−
λ = { u ∈ Nλ : 〈ψ

′

λ(u), u〉 < 0 },

N 0
λ = { u ∈ Nλ : 〈ψ

′

λ(u), u〉 = 0 }.

Lemma 3.2. Under assumptions (f1)−(f3). There exists λ∗ > 0 such that for any λ ∈ (0, λ∗) we have N 0
λ = ∅.

Proof. Suppose otherwise, that is N 0
λ 6= ∅ for all λ ∈ R\{0}. Let u ∈ N 0

λ such that ||u || > 1. Then by (3.3),
(3.1), (f1) and the definition of N 0

λ , we have

0 = 〈ψ
′

λ(u), u〉 ≥ p−
∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) + q−
∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

− q+
[
∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)−

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

]

+ p−
∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≥ (p− − q+)

∫

M

|∇u(x)|p(x) dvg(x)

+ (q− − q+)

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

+ (p− − q+)

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x)

+ q+
∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x) −

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

(since β > p+ > q+, and by (3.1) we have q+ > 1
q+

> 1
β
. Then,

by (f1) we get the following inequality)

≥ (q− − q+)

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

+ (p− − q+)

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x).

Then,

0 ≥ (p− − q+)

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) + (q− − q+)

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x).

Therefore, by Propositions 2.8, 2.10 and Theorem 2.7, we have

0 ≥ (p− − q+)||u||p
−

+ c1(q
− − q+)||u||q

+

,

where c1 being the constant of the embedding Theorem 2.7.
Hence,

||u || ≤

(

c1(q
+ − q−)

p− − q+

)
1

p−−q+

. (3.4)
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Analogously:

0 = 〈ψ
′

λ(u), u〉 ≤ p+
∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) + q+
∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

− λ q−
∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) + p+
[

−

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) + λ

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

]

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≤ (q+ − p+)

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+ λ(p+ − q−)

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) + p+
∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

≤ (q+ − p+)

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+ λ(p+ − q−)

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) + p+
∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x).

Then,

µ0(p
+ − q+)

∫

M

|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) ≤ (p+ − q+)

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

≤
[

λ(p+ − q−) + p+
]

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x).

By (2.3) and proposition 2.6 we deduce that

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+ (p+ − q+) ||u ||p
−

≤
[

λ (p+ − q−) + p+
]

||u ||q
+

.

Thus,

||u || ≤

(

Dp+

(c+ 1)p
+[

λ (p+ − q−) + p+
]

µ0 (p+ − q+)

)
1

p−−q+

. (3.5)

For λ sufficiently small
(

λ < 2µ0 (p+−q+)

Dp+(c+1)p+ (p+−q−)
− µ0 c1 (q+−q−)(p+−q+)

Dp+ (c+1)p+(p+−q−)(p−−q−)
− p+

p+−q−

)

, if we combining (3.2),

(3.4) and (3.5) we find ||u || < 1 for µ0 sufficiently large, which contradicts our assumption. Consequently, we
can conclude that there exists λ∗ > 0 such that N 0

λ = ∅ for any λ ∈ (0, λ∗).

Remark 3.3. As a consequence of Lemma 3.2, for 0 < λ < λ∗, we can write Nλ = N+
λ ∪ N−

λ , and we define

θ+λ = inf
u∈N+

λ

Jλ(u), θ−λ = inf
u∈N−

λ

Jλ(u).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (f1) − (f3) are true. If 0 < λ < λ∗ with λ∗ > 0, then for all u ∈ N+
λ we have

Jλ(u) < 0.

Proof. Suppose u ∈ N+
λ , from the definition of Jλ, we have

Jλ(u) ≤
1

p−

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +
1

q−

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

−
λ

q+

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +
1

p−

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x), (3.6)
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from (3.3) and (3.6) we have

Jλ(u) ≤
1

p−

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +
1

q−

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−
1

q+

[
∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) −

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

]

+
1

p−

∫

M

|u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≤
( 1

p−
−

1

q+
)

∫

M

|∇u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) +
( 1

q−
−

1

q+
)

∫

M

µ(x) |∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

+
( 1

p−
−

1

q+
)

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) +
1

q+

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x),

using Poincaré inequality and Theorem 2.7, we find that:

Jλ(u) ≤ −

(

p− − q+

p−q+

)(

1

c
+ 1

)

||u||p
−

+

[

c1

(

q+ − q−

q−q+

)

+
1

q+

]

||u||q
+

, (3.7)

where c1 being the constant of the embedding Theorem 2.7.
As u ∈ N+

λ we have

p+
∫

M

|∇u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) + q+
∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

− λq−
∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) + p+
∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x) −

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x) > 0, (3.8)

we multiply (3.3) by (−p+), we obtain

− p+
∫

M

|∇u(x)|p(x) dvg(x)− p+
∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

+ λp+
∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) − p+
∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x)

+ p+
∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x) = 0, (3.9)

we add (3.8) to (3.9), then according to the fact that β > p+ and by (3.1) we have p+ > 1
p+ > 1

β
. Therefore,

we obtain that

(q+ − p+)

∫

M

µ(x)|∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) + λ(p+ − q−)

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) > 0.

Then, by (2.3) and Proposition 2.6 we get

λ(p+ − q−)

∫

M

|u(x)|q(x) dvg(x) > (p+ − q+)

∫

M

µ(x) |∇u(x)|q(x) dvg(x)

>
µ0(p

+ − q+)

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

∫

M

|u(x)|p(x) dvg(x).

Hence,

||u||p
−

<
λDp+

(c+ 1)p
+

(p+ − q−)

µ0(p+ − q+)
||u||q

+

.
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According to (3.7), we get

Jλ(u) ≤

[

−

(

p− − q+

p−q+

)(

1

c
+ 1

)

.
λDp+

(c+ 1)p
+

(p+ − q−)

µ0(p+ − q+)

+ c1

(

q+ − q−

q−q+

)

+
1

q+

]

||u||q
+

.

Finally, for λ sufficiently large, we deduce that θ+λ = infu∈N+
λ
Jλ(u) < 0.

Lemma 3.5. Under assumptions (f1)− (f3). If 0 < λ < λ∗∗, then for all u ∈ N−
λ we have Jλ(u) > 0.

Proof. Let u ∈ N−
λ . By (3.1), (f1), (3.3) and the definition of Jλ, we find that

Jλ(u) ≥
1

p+

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +
1

q+

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

−
λ

q−

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +
1

p+

[

−

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) + λ

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

]

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≥
( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+ λ
( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +
1

p+

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

≥
( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+ λ
( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x) +
1

β

∫

M

f(x, u(x)) . u(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, u(x)) dvg(x)

(since β > p+, then 1
p+ > 1

β
and by (f1) we get the following inequality)

≥ µ0

( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

∫

M

| ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

+ λ
( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

∫

M

|u(x) |q(x) dvg(x),

according to (2.3) we deduce that

Jλ(u) ≥
µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

||u ||p
−

+ λ
( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

||u ||q
+

.

Since, p− > q+ we have

Jλ(u) ≥

(

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+ .
p+ − q+

q+ p+
+ λ

q− − p+

p+ q−

)

||u ||p
−

.

Thus, if we choose λ < µ0 q− (p+−q+)

Dp+ (c+1)p+q+ (p+−q−)
= λ∗∗, we deduce that Jλ(u) > 0.

It follows that θ−λ = infu∈N−

λ
Jλ(u) > 0.

Hence, Nλ = N+
λ ∪N−

λ and N+
λ ∩ N−

λ = ∅, by above Lemma, we must have u ∈ N−
λ .
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4 Existence of non-negative solutions:

In this section, we prove the existence of two non-negative solutions of problem (P). For this, we first show the
existence of minimizers in N+

λ and N−
λ for all λ ∈ (0, λ̄), where λ̄ = min {λ∗, λ∗∗ }.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (f1)− (f3) are true, then for all λ ∈ (0, λ∗), there exists a minimizer u+0 of Jλ(u)
on N+

λ such that Jλ(u
+
0 ) = θ+λ .

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, Jλ is bounded below on Nλ, in particular is bounded below on N+
λ . Then there exists

a minimizing sequence { u+n } ⊂ N+
λ such that

lim
n→+∞

Jλ(u
+
n ) = inf

u∈N+
Jλ(u) = θ+λ < 0.

Since, Jλ is coercive, { u+n } is bounded in W
1,q(x)
0 (M). Hence we assume that, without loss generality, u+n ⇀ u+0

in W
1,q(x)
0 (M) and by the compact embedding ( Theorem 2.5 ) we have

u+n −→ u+0 in Lp(x)(M). (4.1)

Now, we shall prove u+n −→ u+0 in W
1,q(x)
0 (M). Otherwise, let u+n 6→ u+0 in W

1,q(x)
0 (M). Then, we have

ρq(.)(u
+
0 ) < lim

n→+∞
inf ρq(.)(u

+
n ), (4.2)

using (4.1) we obtain
∫

M

|u+0 |p(x) dvg(x) = lim
n→+∞

inf

∫

M

|u+n |p(x) dvg(x),

since 〈J
′

λ(u
+
n ), u

+
n 〉 = 0, and using the same technique as in Lemma 3.5, we get by (2.3) that

Jλ(u
+
n ) ≥

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

ρp(.)(u
+
n ) + λ

( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

ρq(.)(u
+
n ).

That is

lim
n→+∞

Jλ(u
+
n ) ≥

µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

lim
n→+∞

ρp(.)(u
+
n )

+ λ
( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

lim
n→+∞

ρq(.)(u
+
n ).

By (4.1) and (4.2), we have

θ+λ >
µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+

( 1

q+
−

1

p+
)

||u+0 ||p
−

+ λ
( 1

p+
−

1

q−
)

||u+0 ||q
+

,

since p− > q+, for ||u+0 || > 1, we deduce

θ+λ = inf
u∈N+

λ

Jλ(u) > 0,

which is a contradiction with Lemma 3.4. Hence

u+n −→ u+0 in W
1,q(x)
0 (M),

and
lim

n→+∞
Jλ(u

+
n ) = Jλ(u

+
0 ) = θ+λ .

Consequently, u+0 is a minimizer of Jλ on N+
λ .

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that conditions (f1)− (f3) are true, and for all λ ∈ (0, λ∗∗), there exists a minimizer
u−0 of Jλ on N−

λ such that Jλ(u
−
0 ) = θ−λ .
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Proof. Since Jλ is bounded below on Nλ and so on N−
λ . Then, there exists a minimizing sequence { u−n } ⊆ N−

λ

such that
lim

n→+∞
Jλ(u

−
n ) = inf

u∈N−

λ

Jλ(u) = θ−λ > 0.

As Jλ is coercive, { u−n } is bounded in W
1,q(x)
0 (M). Thus without loss of generality, we may assume that,

u−n ⇀ u−0 in W
1,q(x)
0 (M) and by Theorem 2.5 we have

u−n −→ u−0 in Lp(x)(M). (4.3)

On the other hand, if u−0 ∈ N−
λ , then there exists a constant t > 0 such that t u−0 ∈ N−

λ and Jλ(u
−
0 ) ≥ Jλ(t u

−
0 ).

According to (f1) and the definition of ψ
′

λ, we have

〈ψ
′

λ(t u
−
0 ), t u

−
0 〉 =

∫

M

p(x) | ∇tu−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x)

+ q(x)

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇tu−0 (x) |
q(x) dvg(x)

− λ q(x)

∫

M

| tu−0 (x) |
q(x) dvg(x)

+ p(x)

∫

M

| tu−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x)−

∫

M

F (x, tu−0 (x)) dvg(x)

≤ p+ tp
+

∫

M

| ∇u−0 |p(x) dvg(x)

+ q+ tq
+

∫

M

µ(x)| ∇u−0 |q(x) dvg(x)

− λ q− tq
−

∫

M

|u−0 (x) |
q(x) dvg(x)

+ p+ tp
+

∫

M

|u−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x).

Since q− ≤ q+ < p+, and by (2.3), propositions 2.6 and 2.8, it follows that 〈ψ
′

λ(t u
−
0 , t u

−
0 〉 < 0. Hence by the

definition of N−
λ , t u

−
0 ∈ N−

λ .

Next, we show that u−n −→ u−0 in W
1,q(x)
0 (M). Otherwise, suppose u−n 6→ u−0 in W

1,q(x)
0 (M). Then by Fatou’s

Lemma we have
∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u−0 (x) |
q(x) dvg(x) ≤ lim

n→+∞

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u−n (x) |
q(x) dvg(x).

By (4.3) we get
∫

M

|u−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x) ≤ lim

n→+∞

∫

M

|u−n (x) |
p(x) dvg(x),

and
∫

M

| ∇u−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x) ≤ lim

n→+∞

∫

M

| ∇u−n (x) |
p(x) dvg(x).

16



Then, according the above inequalities and (f1), we obtain

Jλ(t u
−
0 ) ≤

tp
+

p−

∫

M

| ∇u−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x) +

tq
+

q+

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u−0 (x) |
q(x) dvg(x)

−
λ tq

−

q+

∫

M

|u−0 (x) |
q(x) dvg(x) +

tp
+

p+

∫

M

|u−0 (x) |
p(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

F (x, t u−0 (x)) dvg(x)

≤ lim
n→+∞

[

tp
+

q−

∫

M

| ∇u−n (x) |
p(x) dvg(x)

+
tq

+

q+

∫

M

µ(x) | ∇u−n (x) |
q(x) dvg(x) −

λ tq
−

q+

∫

M

|u−n (x) |
q(x) dvg(x)

+
tp

+

p+

∫

M

|u−n (x) |
p(x) dvg(x)−

∫

M

F (x, t u−0 (x)) dvg(x)

]

≤ lim
n→+∞

Jλ(t u
−
n ) < lim

n→+∞
Jλ(u

−
n ) = inf

u∈N−

λ

J(u) = θ−λ .

Hence, Jλ(t u
−
0 ) < infu∈N−

λ
Jλ(u) = θ−λ , which is a contradiction. Consequently

u−n −→ u−0 in W
1,q(x)
0 (M) and lim

n→+∞
Jλ(u

−
n ) = Jλ(u

−
0 ) = θ−λ .

Then, we conclude that u−0 is a minimizer of Jλ on N−
λ .

Theorem 4.3. Under assumptions (f1) − (f3) we assume that the smooth complete compact Riemannian n-
manifold (M, g) has property Bvol(λ, v). Then, there exists λ̄ such that for all λ ∈ (0, λ̄), the problem (P) has
at least two non-negative weak solutions.

Proof. Form Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, we deduce that for any λ ∈ (0, λ̄), there exist u+0 ∈ N+
λ and u−0 ∈ N−

λ such
as

Jλ(u
+
0 ) = inf

u∈N+
λ

Jλ(u) and Jλ(u
−
0 ) = inf

u∈N−

λ

Jλ(u).

Then, the problem (P) has two solutions u+0 ∈ N+
λ and u−0 ∈ N−

λ in W
1,q(x)
0 (M). By Lemma 3.2, it follows that

N−
λ ∩ N+

λ = ∅. Then, u−0 6= u+0 . Thus these two solutions are distinct.
Next, we prove that u−0 and u+0 are non-negative in M . For this, we introduce the truncation function h+ :
M × R −→ R defined by

h+(x, s) =







0 if s < 0 ,

h(x, s) if s ≥ 0 .

We set H+(x, s) =

∫ s

0

f(x, t) dt and consider the C1−functional

J+
λ :W

1,q(x)
0 (M) −→ R given by

J+
λ (u) =

∫

M

1

p(x)
| ∇u(x) |p(x) dvg(x) +

∫

M

µ(x)

q(x)
| ∇u(x) |q(x) dvg(x)

−

∫

M

H+(x, u(x)) dvg(x).

Then, by (2.3) and proposition 2.8 we have for all u− = min { 0, u(x) } that

0 = 〈(J+
λ )

′

(u−), u−〉 ≥ p− ρp(.)(| ∇u− |) +
µ0

Dp+(c+ 1)p+ q− ρp(.)(u−)

≥ ρp(.)(u−) ≥ ||u− ||p
−

.

Hence, ||u− || = 0, and thus u = u+. Then, by taking u = u−0 and u = u+0 respectively, we deduce that u−0 and
u+0 are non-negative solutions of problem (P).
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Conclusion: According to the above results, we can then say that u± are critical points of Jλ and hence
are non-negative weak solutions of problem (P).
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